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Washington, DC 20231 

Dear Sir: 

This brief responds to the Examiner's Answer dated June 28, 2005. 

There is nothing in the Answer to support the bankruptcy of the Section 101 rejection, so Appellant 
will not belabor the point further. 

Regarding the substantive rejections. Appellant has pointed out various and sundry claim limiiations 
that are not taught by Rakavy et al. The examiner now responds with an observation about something in the 
present specification, which evidently the examiner is reading rather broadly. However, what is being 
examined are the claims, complete with Che limitations discussed in Appellant's brief, not the speciiication. 
Appellant is familiar with broad claim interpretation during prosecution, but not with die principle of rejecting 
claims based on broad specification readings during prosecution. The Answer thus appears to propose a new 
and imsound precedent for rejecting claims. 
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